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that question thirty-five Senators voted that he was guilty,
and nineteen Senators voted that he was not guilty. Un-
der the Constitution the President was found not guilty of
the offences charged, but the majority given may be ac-
cepted, and probably will be accepted, as the judgment of the
Senate that the President of the United States is liable to im-
peachment and removal from office for acts and conduct that
do not subject him to the process of indictment and trial
in the criminal courts. At this point I express the opinion
that something has been gained, indeed that much has been
gained, by the decision of the House of Representatives, sup-
ported by the opinions of a large majority in the Senate.

The answer of the respondent, considered in connection
with the arguments that were made by his counsel, sets forth
the ground upon which the Republican members of the Sen-
ate may have voted that the President was not guilty of the
two principal offences charged, viz.: that in his speeches he
had denounced and brought into contempt, intentionally, the
Congress of the United States; and, second, that his at-
tempted removal of Edwin M. Stanton was a violation of the
Tenure of Office Act. In the President's answer to article
ten, which contained the allegation that in his speech at St.
Louis, in the year 1866, he had used certain language in
derogation of the authority of the Congress of the United
States, it was averred that the extracts did not present his
speech or address accurately. Further than that, it was
claimed that the allegation under that article was not " cog-
nizable by the court as a high misdemeanor in office."
Finally, it was claimed that proof should be made of the
" actual" speech and address of the President on that oc-
casion. The managers were not able to meet the demand
for proof in a technical sense. The speech was reported
in the ordinary way, and the proof was limited to the good
faith of the reporters and the general accuracy of the printed